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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

1 . Claims 9-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Maggenti et al, US 2002/0077136 A1 (hereafter referenced as Maggenti), in view of 
Bensimon et al, US 2004/0047332 A1 (hereafter referenced as Bensimon). 

Regarding Claim 9, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as outlined by 
claims 10 and 15 below. 

Regarding Claim 10, Maggenti teaches "a method of operating push-to-talk 
communication between a group of members of an existing push-to-talk communication 
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session within a first communication network operated by a first network operator using 
a Push-to-Talk over a communication system (PoC) application server" (see Paragraph 
0042 and Figure 1). "Existing push-to-talk communication session... by a first network 
operator... using a Push-to-Talk over a communication system (PoC) application server" 
reads on the mobile switching center (MSC) 28, where both the "first network operator" 
and "Push-to-Talk over a communication system (PoC) application server" read on the 
mobile switching center (MSC) 28. "A group of members of an existing push-to-talk 
communication session" reads on CDs 12, 14, and 16. Maggenti also teaches "a group 
of at least one member of an additional communication network operated by a second 
network operator, using a Push-to-Talk over a communication system (PoC) application 
server" (see Paragraph 0035, 0036, 0043, and Figures 1 and 2). "Second network 
operator" and "Push-to-Talk over a communication system (PoC) application server" 
both read on the communications manager (CM) 1 8. "A group of at least one member of 
an additional communication network" reads on the net the CM 18 transmits information 
to, similar to CD 1 1 2 and CD 1 1 6 of Figure 2. Maggenti also teaches "connecting the 
additional group to the existing group of the session for push-to-talk communication" 
(see Paragraphs 0041 through 0043, and Figure 1). The claim limitation reads on using 
the distributed network 26 for "connecting" the MSC 28 with CM 18 when a PTT 
transmission request is received from a communication device, such as CD 108 in 
Figure 2. Maggenti also teaches "the group members of the additional network are 
known to both operators and the group members of the existing group are known to the 
first operator but not to the second operator" (see Paragraphs 0052 and 0054, and 
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Figures 1 and 2). "Known to both operators" reads on the NBS media signaling 124 
which is sent to the "first network operator," which then gets bypassed through the 
"second network operator," and ultimately to the "group members of the additional 
network." The reverse process also occurs, and thus according to this chain of events, 
"the group members of the additional network are known to both operators." Also, 
according to Figures 1 and 2, "the group members of the existing group are known to 
the first operator" reads on how media traffic 128 gets directly transmitted to the "first 
network operator," or MSC 28. "The existing group not known to the second operator" 
reads on how specific media traffic 128 containing information directed towards "group 
members of the additional network" is only one-way from the "existing group member" to 
the "group members of the additional network." Since media traffic 128 is only one-way, 
the "second operator does not know about the existing group," since the "group 
members of the additional network" cannot go against the one-way communication to 
provide specific information directed towards the "group members of the existing group." 
Maggenti does not teach "synchronizing the existing server to an additional server." 
However, Bensimon generally teaches "synchronizing the existing server to an 
additional server" (see Abstract, Paragraph 0021, and Figure 1). It would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Maggenti with the above mentioned limitations as taught by Bensimon, for the purpose 
of enhancing and increasing system efficiency by introducing the concept of 
synchronization and by making a connection between the additional server and the 
existing server. 
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Regarding Claim 11 and Claim 12, Maggenti teaches "PoC application servers" 
(see claim 10). Bensimon generally teaches "wherein the synchronization is carried out 
automatically by servers" (see Abstract, Paragraph 0021, and Figure 1). 

Regarding Claim 13 and Claim 14, Maggenti teaches "PoC groups and a PoC 
message" (see claim 10). Bensimon generally teaches "wherein the synchronization is 
carried out whenever a user requests update of all group members before sending a 
message" (see Abstract and Paragraph 0023). The terminals can "request an update of 
all group members" when there is subscription sharing. Also, since there is 
"synchronization" between the servers and between the servers and terminals, the 
"synchronization can be carried out whenever a user requests update of all group 
members." 

Regarding Claim 15, Maggenti teaches a system for operating push-to-talk 
communication between push-to-talk groups of at least two communication networks 
operated by different operators, the system comprising: "one common group 
management system" (see Paragraph 0031 and Figure 1). Maggenti also teaches 
"connecting at least one member of a PoC-group of a first said network with members of 
a PoC-group of a second said network for push-to-talk communication" (see claim 10). 
Maggenti also teaches "at least one push-to-talk communication application server for 
each of the first and second networks" (see claim 10). Maggenti also teaches "the 
group members of the first network are known to both operators" (see Paragraphs 0052 
and 0054, and Figures 1 and 2). "Known to both operators" reads on the NBS media 
signaling 124 which is sent to the "first network operator," which then gets bypassed 
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through the "second network operator," and ultimately to the "group members of the 
additional network." Maggenti also teaches "the group members of the second network 
are known to at least the second operator" (see Paragraphs 0052 and 0054, and 
Figures 1 and 2). As discussed above, "known to both operators" reads on the NBS 
media signaling 124 which is sent to the "first network operator," which then gets 
bypassed through the "second network operator," and ultimately to the "group members 
of the additional network." The reverse process also occurs, and thus according to this 
chain of events, "the group members of the second network are known to at least the 
second operator." Maggenti does not teach "synchronizing the existing server to an 
additional server." However, Bensimon generally teaches "synchronizing the existing 
server to an additional server" (see Abstract, Paragraph 0021, and Figure 1). It would 
have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify Maggenti with the above mentioned limitations as taught by Bensimon, for the 
purpose of enhancing and increasing system efficiency by introducing the concept of 
synchronization and by making a connection between the additional server and the 
existing server. 

Regarding Claim 16, Maggenti teaches "wherein the communication networks 
are radio communication networks" (see Paragraph 0063 and Figure 4). 

Regarding Claim 17, Maggenti teaches "identifying the PoC application server of 
the additional group by an address derived from a group address assigned to the 
additional group" (see Paragraph 0045 and Figure 1). "Address" reads on any of the 
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information pertaining to individual net members as well as to each defined net 
maintained by CM 18. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed May 28 th , 2009 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. The Examiner respectfully submits that Maggenti teaches "a 
method of operating push-to-talk communication between a group of members of an 
existing push-to-talk communication session within a first communication network 
operated by a first network operator using a Push-to-Talk over a communication system 
(PoC) application server" (see Paragraph 0042 and Figure 1). "Existing push-to-talk 
communication session... by a first network operator... using a Push-to-Talk over a 
communication system (PoC) application server" reads on the mobile switching center 
(MSC) 28, where both the "first network operator" and "Push-to-Talk over a 
communication system (PoC) application server" read on the mobile switching center 
(MSC) 28. "A group of members of an existing push-to-talk communication session" 
reads on CDs 12, 14, and 16. Maggenti also teaches "a group of at least one member 
of an additional communication network operated by a second network operator, using 
a Push-to-Talk over a communication system (PoC) application server" (see Paragraph 
0035, 0036, 0043, and Figures 1 and 2). "Second network operator" and "Push-to-Talk 
over a communication system (PoC) application server" both read on the 
communications manager (CM) 1 8. "A group of at least one member of an additional 
communication network" reads on the net the CM 18 transmits information to, similar to 
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CD 1 12 and CD 1 16 of Figure 2. Maggenti also teaches "connecting the additional 
group to the existing group of the session for push-to-talk communication" (see 
Paragraphs 0041 through 0043, and Figure 1). The claim limitation reads on using the 
distributed network 26 for "connecting" the MSC 28 with CM 18 when a PTT 
transmission request is received from a communication device, such as CD 108 in 
Figure 2. Maggenti also teaches "the group members of the additional network are 
known to both operators and the group members of the existing group are known to the 
first operator but not to the second operator" (see Paragraphs 0052 and 0054, and 
Figures 1 and 2). "Known to both operators" reads on the NBS media signaling 124 
which is sent to the "first network operator," which then gets bypassed through the 
"second network operator," and ultimately to the "group members of the additional 
network." The reverse process also occurs, and thus according to this chain of events, 
"the group members of the additional network are known to both operators." Also, 
according to Figures 1 and 2, "the group members of the existing group are known to 
the first operator" reads on how media traffic 128 gets directly transmitted to the "first 
network operator," or MSC 28. "The existing group not known to the second operator" 
reads on how specific media traffic 128 containing information directed towards "group 
members of the additional network" is only one-way from the "existing group member" to 
the "group members of the additional network." Since media traffic 128 is only one-way, 
the "second operator does not know about the existing group," since the "group 
members of the additional network" cannot go against the one-way communication to 
provide specific information directed towards the "group members of the existing group." 
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Maggenti does not teach "synchronizing the existing server to an additional server." 
However, Bensimon generally teaches "synchronizing the existing server to an 
additional server" (see Abstract, Paragraph 0021, and Figure 1). It would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Maggenti with the above mentioned limitations as taught by Bensimon, for the purpose 
of enhancing and increasing system efficiency by introducing the concept of 
synchronization and by making a connection between the additional server and the 
existing server. 

Conclusion 

3. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ankur Jain whose telephone number is 571-272-9747. 
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The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 7:30 am to 5:00 pm, EST, Alternate 
Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Yuwen Pan, can be reached on 571-272-7855. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
/Ankur Jain/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2618 
08/04/2009 

/Yuwen Pan/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2618 



